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wal WONDERFULNESS OF CHRIST 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER is designed and edited to bring you urgent national and inter- 
ami national events and religious news. No development, however important, could be of more import 
this week than the commemoration of the birth of Christ, our Savior. Because of the concerted ef- 
forts of many to delete Christ from virtually every phase of American life, your editor chooses to 
draw your thinking once again to the miraculous, majestic, incomparable person of Christ. 


The prophet Isaiah wrote: ‘For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the gov- 
. ernment shall be upon his shoulders: and his name shall be called Wonderful, Counsellor, The Mighty 
God, The everlasting Father, The Prince of Peace,” Isaiah 9:6. 


¥ To some today, Christ is a mystic; a fraud; an imposter; a fake. But to each and all who have 
in humbleness acknowledged Him as the Son of God, their Savior, He is all that Isaiah — under Divine 
e inspiration — attributed to Him. 


‘ WONDERFUL IN HIS BIRTH 

. Hundreds of years before the lowly manger cradled the Christ-child, Isaiah wrote: ‘Therefore 
e the Lord himself shall give you a sign; Behold, a virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and shall call 
his name Immanuel” (God with us) 7:14. On the fact of the virgin birth of Christ lies the entire 
foundation of Christian belief and faith. His virgin birth is the sign which God had promised the 
Jews concerning their coming Messiah. On this outstanding fact hinges the authority of the words 
of Christ, the atoning power of Christ, the very Diety of Christ. Any attempt to discredit or destroy 
the fact of Christ’s virgin birth is an act against God Himself. Ever since Satan’s first deceiving, con- 
J niving slur against God’s word, directed to Eve in the Garden of Eden, his major attack has been to 
discredit the Scriptures. His question then: ‘Hath God said?” is echoed today by his emmissaries, 
often cloaked in the vesture of the Clergy. The Christ of God, leaving the glory of Heaven and taking 
upon Him the form of a servant, is beyond the understanding of those who choose to not believe. 
To the believer, it is His very condescension which makes Christ wonderful in His birth. 








Everything about the life of Christ bore evidence that He “came to seek and to save that which 
was lost.” Sacrifice was the very essence of His character. He literally lived to die; to give His life 











as a ransom for many. “For ye know the grace of our 
Lord Jesus Christ, that, though He was rich, yet for 
your sakes He became poor, that ye through His pov- 
erty might be rich” II Cor. 8:9. While Psalm 24:1 
teaches: “The earth is the Lord’s, and the fullness 
thereof; the world, and they that dwell therein,” Jesus 
challenged the dedication of would-be followers with 
this comparison: “The foxes have holes, and the birds 
of the air have nests; but the Son of man hath not 
where to lay His head.” Giving, always giving, Christ 
was the very personality of love and understanding 
concern which has been swallowed up in the greedy 
materialism so dominating our lives today. 


WONDERFUL IN HIS SPEECH 

Many a great man has moved the populace with 
the might of his oratory, but none other had the 
power of creation subject to his command. The acid 
test of a man’s character is often determined by what 
his enemies say about him. Christ’s accusers, who de- 
livered Him to His most violent enemies — the chief 
priests and Pharisees — had to admit that “Never man 
spake like this man.” His friends and enemies alike, 
were astonished at His doctrine for “He taught them 
as one having authority, and not as one of the scribes.” 
At His word the winds ceased and the elements obeyed 
His every command. At His voice the dead were given 
life, the lame were healed, the blind received sight, the 
deaf received hearing. At His invitation, men “left all 
and followed Him.” Christ was indeed wonderful in 
His speech for all who come to Him burdened with 
the weight of sin and hear His compassionate words: 
“Go in peace; thy sins be forgiven thee.” 


WONDERFUL IN HIS ACTS 

Christ was wonderful in His acts, suffering re- 
proach and death where it was not due. His acts 
consistently pleased God who had sent him. The thief 
on the cross expressed the truth of the crime committed 
against Christ by sinful mankind when he said, “Doest 
thou not fear God, seeing thou art in the same con- 
demnation? And we indeed justly; for we receive the 
due reward of our deeds: but this man (Christ) hath 
done nothing amiss.” Christ Himself said, 


“I do always those things which please (God).” It was 
Peter who said, “For what glory is it, if, when ye be buf- 
feted for your faults, ye shall take it patiently? But if, when 
ye do well, and suffer for it, ye take it patiently, this is ac- 
ceptable with God.” 


This is a perfect picture of Christ of whom it was 
also said: “He was oppressed, and He was afflicted, yet 
He opened not His mouth: He is brought as a lamb 
before the slaughter, and as a sheep before her shearers 
is dumb, so He opened not His mouth.” Yes, Christ 
was wonderful in His acts, suffering sin for us, He who 
knew no sin, that we might be made the righteousness 


of God in Him. 
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WONDERFUL IN HIS LOVE 

“For when we were yet without strength, in due 
time Christ died for the ungodly. For scarcely for a 
righteous man will one die: yet peradventure for a 
good man some would even dare to die. But God com- 
mendeth His love toward us, in that, while we were 
yet sinners, Christ died for us.” So encompassing was 
the love of Christ that He did not require that we dq 
away with sin, that we clean ourselves up before com- 
ing to Him. Indeed, there was no way to accomplish 
such a feat. While we were yet sinners; lost; alienated 
from God; disobedient; unrighteous; unlovely; Christ, 
in His love, died for us. He was wonderful in His love. 


WONDERFUL IN HIS SUFFERING 
To Isaiah was given the privilege of making known 
to mortal man the depth of meaning in the sufferings 
of Christ. In chapter 53:4-5 Isaiah wrote: 
“Surely He hath borne our griefs, and carried our sor- 
rows: yet we did esteem Him stricken, smitten of God, and 
afflicted. But He was wounded for our transgressions, he 


was bruised for our iniquities: the chastisement of our 
peace was upon Him; and with His stripes we are healed.” 


The forgiving heart of Christ was manifest through 
His words of love as He hung on the cross, viz: “Father 
forgive them for they know not what they do.” 


WONDERFUL IN HIS DEATH 

Christ, through His death, accomplished for sinful 
man a reconciliation with God which could be attained 
in no other way. Never able to measure up to the high 
standards of the Commandments of God, the substi- 
tutionary death of another for us became the sole plan 
of redemption for a depraved society. 

“Christ hath redeemed us from the curse of the law, 
being made a curse for us: for it is written, Cursed is 
everyone that hangeth on a tree . . . Blotting out the hand- 
writing of ordinances that was against us... and took it 
out of the way, nailing it to the cross . . . that through 
death He might destroy him that had the power of death, 
that is, the devil.” 


Surely Christ, dying that we might live, was won- 
derful in His death. 


WONDERFUL IN HIS RESURRECTION 


The fact of the resurrection of Christ is as important 
to the Christian faith as was His virgin birth. As such, 
it has suffered the attacks and abuse of the enemy 
down through the ages. But this makes it no less true, 
no less meaningful to the Believer. Just as the bodily 
resurrection of Christ was the final proof of His diety 
to more than 500 persons as recorded in I Corinthians 
15, so it has been the source of comfort and hope for 
believers of all ages who struggle with the mortal soul 
and the corruptible body. “He that hath the Son 
hath life . . .”, physical, spiritual and eternal. Christ, in 


(See “CHRISTMAS” Page 8) 
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GENERAL THOMAS D. WHITE: 


THE AIR FORCE OF TOMORROW 


I am editorially committed to utilize my profession- 
al qualifications as an interpreter of the complex field 
of national defense, military strategy and foreign policy 
for the benefit of our readers. The future of America 
may easily depend on the correct solution to the current 
Russo-American power conflict, superficially known as 
the “cold war.” The vast areas of technical and diplo- 
matic operations that are involved, are inseparable from 
factors that are often personal. 


Certain responsible officials in the government are 
charged with the control of federal agencies that operate 
in these fields, in one form or another. With a “Jugger- 
naut” bureaucracy, the quality of individual leadership 
—the personal touch? — emerges sharply. Suddenly, 
the citizen, the taxpayer, is wholly dependent (though 
he may not fully realize this) on these powerful ap- 
pointees. The Chiefs of Staff (i.e., the operational con- 
trol) of the Army, Navy and Air Force belong in this 
category. The J.C.S. (the Joint Chiefs of Staff) affect 
military policy; indeed they are the august “keepers 
of war and peace” and the impact of their judgment is 
inescapable for better or worse. Sometimes these men 
are wrong — because they are human. One of the more 
recent (and dramatic) instances of “judgment,” for 
example, brought on the dismissal of MacArthur, prob- 
ably based on the stubborn view of General Omar 
Bradley’s, that the Sino-Korean War (which Mac- 
Arthur was on the verge of winning in the spring of 
1951) was “the wrong war, at the wrong time and in 
the wrong place.” This absolute nadir of strategic judg- 
ment is evident even to a layman when one reflects 
that Russia was and is vulnerable (especially to Air- 
interdiction) in the Far East and that Berlin and East 
Germany, with 40/60 Russo-Satellite Divisions in the 
general area of strategic deployment, is fatally “the 
wrong place” as compared to North Korea. This sort 
of thing, in the framework of government, leads to an 
appraisal of the personalities involved, their capacities, 
their thoughts. 


Given the tremendous importance of the modern 
air weapon, the views or general position of the re- 
sponsible executive, General Thomas D. White, the 
Chief of Staff, United States Air Force, are of the great- 
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est significance. I knew General White personally. 
He was in command of the Fifth Air Force in Japan 
during the occupancy of General MacArthur. His war 
record is impeccable. His rise to the highest post in the 
Air Force was inevitable. He combines brilliant pro- 
fessional judgment with a most persuasive personality. 
Impressions along Embassy row in Washington report 
him as “cold and icily analytical,’ which should be of 
great comfort to the American taxpayer, considering 
that the local diplomatic gentry are an essentially cyni- 
cal collection of “mutual aid, foreign aid” chisellers. 


I have made some notes of General White’s views 
from his public addresses (and personal correspond- 
ence). There is no doubt that he is positive today and 
with a bold eye for the future, viz: 


1. IS AIRCRAFT OBSOLETE? 


People who talk about the military aircraft becom- 
ing extinct literally do not know what they are talking 
about. What is an “aircraft?” How high up does “air” 
go? Where does it thin out into “space?” When is an 
aircraft both an aircraft and a spacecraft —an “aero- 
spacecraft?” 


It is almost certain that those who talk of “the 
demise of aircraft” are thinking of today’s aircraft — 
the B-47’s and others. The Air Force expects that 
eventually even the B-52, with its long-range Hound 
Dog missiles and strong electronic “shield” against 
enemy air defense missiles, will be replaced. 


But the fact that today’s aircraft will someday be 
obsolete does not mean that tomorrow’s aircraft will 
be obsolete tomorrow. 


The Air Force bases its selection of weapon systems 
on the functions for which it must provide forces. It 
tailors its weapons to the mission to be performed. Its 
assigned mission is to provide forces “to gain and main- 
tain general air supremacy,” and that can be done only 
with offensive and defensive “aerospace” weapons used 
at whatever altitude required — whether at 50,000 feet 
or 50,000 miles. State-of-the-art and enemy capabili- 
ties in “aerospace” are key factors in our selection of 
weapon systems. 
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2. THE AIRCRAFT-MISSILE BLEND. 


Today we rely on a combination of aircraft and 
missiles to perform our mission. We'll soon see this 
blend change to a force of carefully dovetailed systems 
that will include space systems along with aircraft and 
missiles. The current trend is a movement away from 
prime reliance on the piloted vehicle. But this trend 
will not remain constant. 


One factor that is affecting this trend is another 
trend — that of all aerospace forces, both Free World 
and Communist World toward use of mobile missile 
launchers, which in war must be sought out and de- 
stroyed. Piloted vehicles have certain advantages against 
fleeting targets that unmanned vehicles do not. 


Some piloted aircraft of tomorrow will reach alti- 
tudes called “space-equivalent,’ as well as lower alti- 
tudes—travelling at altitudes from 10,000 feet to 
hundreds of miles above earth. Some will be, in effect, 
“piloted, recoverable missiles.” Many will carry air- 
launched ballistic missiles. Nuclear-powered aircraft, 
for example, will be able to roam for long periods of 
time over the land and oceans of the globe in constant, 
two-way communication with the central strategic con- 
trol headquarters, guarded against enemy missiles by 
electronic “mirage-making shields” and ready to strike 
any target with long-range air-to-surface missiles. 


3. THE TREND TOWARD MOBILE LAUNCHERS: 


Virtually all Air Force combat craft today have 
been or are being fitted out as mobile missile launchers 
of one kind or another. Tomorrow’s aircraft will be 
even more effective. 


While the aircraft has ceased to be the only aero- 
space weapon system, radically advanced versions of it 
will be with us as far into the future as any military 
aerospace expert can see. 


Alongside the missile-carrying aircraft, the Air 
Force is carefully blending into the force ICBM’s (In- 
tercontinental, Ballistic Missiles) in growing numbers. 
And to this blend, it will eventually be adding piloted 
spacecraft and other space systems. 


This dovetailed force of aircraft, missiles and space- 
craft, plus other air and space systems, and the men to 
plan, develop and operate all integrated systems, is 
called the “Aerospace Force.” It is a mixture of weapon 
systems in a blend calculated to thwart an aggressor’s 
chances of success via any or all avenues of attack 
through aerospace—the total expanse beyond the 
Earth’s surface. 


Composition of the blend is almost certain to fluc- 
tuate — with relative quantities of missiles, aircraft, and 
spacecraft changing as the state-of-the-art advances for 
each kind of vehicle and for related systems. 
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General Thomas Dresser White, Chief of Staff, United States 
Air Force. Graduate, U.S. Military Academy, July 2, 1920. Infantry 
School at Fort Benning, Georgia; graduated in July 1921; duty with 
the 14th Infantry, Panama Canal Zone. Primary Flying School at 
Brooks Field, Texas, 1924. Advanced Flying School at Kelly Field, 
Texas (1925). Chinese language student, Peking, China (June 1927). 
Military Attache for Air to Russia (1934). Italy and Greece (1935). 
Air Corps Tactical School, Maxwell Field, Alabama (1938). Com- 
mand and General Staff School at Fort Leavenworth (1939). Mili- 
tary Attache to Brazil, April 1940. Appointed Chief of Staff for 
Operations of the Third Air Force at Tampa, Florida (1942). Assist- 
ant Chief of Air Staff for Intelligence (1944). Southwest Pacific 
area (1944). Deputy Commander of the 13th Air Force; New 
Guinea, Southern Philippines, and Borneo campaigns. Command of ( 
the Seventh Air Force in the Marianas. Chief of Staff of the Pacific 









Air Command in Tokyo, Japan (1946). One year later, General natio: 
White took command of the Fifth Air Force in Japan. wage 
Secretary of the Air Force (1948) General White became Direc- 
tor of Legislation and Liaison. Air Force Members of the Joint a con 
Strategic Survey Committee (1950). Director of Plans, U.S. Air ous c 
Force, (1951) and Deputy Chief of Staff, Operations, (1951). 

Chief of Staff, United States Air Force (July 1, 1957). the C 
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CUBA: FIDEL CASTRO AND LABOR UNIONS ties 
( 
When a fugitive Cuban leader speaks up, his views dence 
become documentary history. Luis Penelas Gonzales, and { 
once a Castro adherent, has joined the growing ranks old a 
For tl 


of Cuban exiles who have recognized Castro for what 
he is —a subservient tool of the Kremlin. The position neut 
of the Communist State, vis-a-vis organized labor (in fered 
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whose name dictatorships pretend to speak), has only 
one aim; slave labor and industrial communes. Castro 
bids fair to exceed the tempo of Red China in this 
respect. Penelas Gonzales’ articles have created a sen- 
sation in the Latin-American press; they could well be 
pondered in the United States, as well. 


(1) Communist elements, aided by Fidel Castro’s 
brother Raul, seized complete control of the “Cuban 
Labor Federation” despite the opposition of the union 
rank-and-file. Through special Law 647 the Cuban 
“Minister of Labor” is empowered to take control of any 
union local or national union. The Labor Minister can 
arbitrarily remove any union leader from office and 
impose his own replacement. The right to strike is 
completely abolished. This restriction has been enforced 
in all Communist satellites. 


(2) The same Law 647 gives the Cuban Minister 
of Labor absolute control over all available jobs in 
Cuba, grants him the right to hire and fire. Every 
Cuban worker is required to fill out a lengthy census 
questionnaire, providing the Castro police with infor- 
mation on his political and religious thinking, his prop- 
erty and financial status, the names of relatives inside 
Cuba and abroad. The Cuban police operate along the 
lines of the Russian M.K.V.D., and the prewar “Cheka.” 


(3) In the name of patriotism, the Castro regime 
has introduced deep wage slashes, as much as 50 per- 
cent in such fields as hotels and restaurants. “Volun- 
tary” contributions average 17 percent of monthly earn- 
ings for such projects as the government industrializa- 
tion program and the purchase of arms as a defense 
against “Yankee aggression.” 


(4) The Cuban economy is now about 90 percent 
nationalized. The Cuban Minister of Labor set the new 
wage scales for the nationalized enterprises, always at 
a considerably lower level than prevailed in the previ- 
ous collective bargaining agreements. Any criticism of 
the Castro government is considered “counter-revolu- 
tionary,” exposing the critic to a severe jail sentence. 
Yet grumbling is loud and widespread — despite Cas- 
tro’s exhortation to workers to denounce their com- 
panions to the authorities for any criticism. 


WHAT ... WHERE... WHO... WHY... 
@ The Congo: Leopoldville: The Ghanaian Envoy, 
Nathaniel A. Welbeck, is the “middle man” between 
Nkrumah (of Ghana) and the schizophrenic trouble 
maker Lumumba. Colonel Mobutu, the strong-man of 
the remnant Congolese Army, has documentary evi- 
dence of conspiracy to bring Lumumba back. Ghana 
and former French Guinea, (though only two years 
old as “nations”) are notoriously Kremlin oriented. 
For that reason, Ghanaian troops — though ostensibly 
“neutral” under U.N. orders — have repeatedly inter- 
fered to physically protect Lumumba. The diplomatic 
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“go-between” Welbeck has also been given troop pro- 
tection, more or less surreptitiously by Tunisia (and at 
a last minute! ) so as not to expose the hand of Ghana 
too brazenly. Mobutu demanded the expulsion of Wel- 
beck and placed a cordon of Congolese around Wel- 
beck’s residence. This was bound to erupt in trouble. 
It has happened. Both guard detachments opened fire 
(November 22nd). The showdown is at hand between 
U.N.-sponsored pro-Red operations and a_ hands-off 
policy on the part of the U.N. Involved is the U.N. 
commissioner, Indian Ambassador Rajeshwar Dayal 
who cannot be said to be “impartial” in this situation. 


@ The Congo: United Nations Clash: The pro- 
Lumumba lineup in the United Nations is clear by 
now: Russia, Ghana, Guinea and now Mali. By every 
means of parliamentary obstructions, this nefarious team 
is busy preventing the accreditation of President Kasa- 
vubu, of the Congo (who has the legal right) which 
might clear the atmosphere considerably. The Krem- 
linist cabal was previously and clearly in operations, 
at the time of Khrushchev’s disruptive visit to the U.N. 
There is a silver lining; not all African fledling nations 
have been taken in. U.N. delegate Charles Okala, rep- 
resenting the Cameroon, clashed with the Russian dele- 
gate Valerian A. Zorin. He called the Congo problem 
“a purely African affair.” Zorin rejoined that the 
Cameroon “was a lackey of some foreign power.” Ozaka 
did not expect an answer “from a Russian — but from 
an African.” He defined Ghana “as Communism’s 
bridgehead in Africa.” In an altercation with the 
Ghanaian delegate Quaison-Sackey, he said, “the aim 
of the Ghana-Soviet efforts is to set up a Leopoldville 
Headquarters and I leave it to you who will be the boss. 
Your Russian master spilled the beans. Birds of a 
feather flock together.” 


This may be the beginning of a new dawn for the 
Congo. The Ghana-Guinea-Mali conspiracy is being 
exposed by other Africans. The U.N. “fanatics” ought 
to begin to understand the possibilities of this “World 
Parliament” —log-rolling, cloakroom politics, bloc- 
voting and all other assorted vices of the West. 


The parliamentary structure of the U.N. started 
with a preposterous lie —the fiction that Communist 
Russia was a composition (a Soviet) of independent 
States —as if Byelo-Russia or the Ukraine were not 
completely Kremlin directed! That cynical fraud gave 
Russia four (4) votes while the United States (with 49 
States) has only one vote, politically equated with 
Yemen, Ghana, Mali and all the new African “repub- 
lics.” 


At the time of writing, the Congo delegation under 
President Kasavubu was finally seated in the U.N. — 
the silver lining of the black cloud of the Congo. This 
is hopeful — especially as one of the first acts of Kasa- 
vubu’s was to promote some practical approachment 
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with Tschombe, the separatist leader of Katanga. Per- 
haps between the two of them, they can develop a 
“federation” of semi-autonomous Congolese states in- 
stead of the “centralized control” to which Lumumba 
has (naturally) aspired in the Communist pattern. 


@ Mouxurmelon: “Radio Moscow” fulminated over 
the entry of German military units in France, as the 
result of brilliant de Gaulle-Adenauer negotiations for 
German bases and secure lines of communication. The 
Russian reaction was to be expected: “. . . The ap- 
pearance of the German Army, on a peaceful basis, is 
without parallel in the history of Franco-German rela- 
tions. Never has such an affront been offered the 
French population.” We will accept that this arrange- 
ment is astounding — in the light of past Franco-Ger- 
man wars — but what was the reaction of the average 
French citizen? 


The proprietor of a Cinema refused to show a film 
“Les S.S. frappent la nuit,” covering the Nazi-Occupa- 
tion in order “not to reopen old wounds and create 
fresh resentment.” The “Figaro” reporter Jacques 
Nosari, quotes a local citizen in conversation, viz: 


“They are insufferable.” 
“Who—the German soldiers?” 


“No —the Press with their endless questions and 
flash photos.” 


The Mayor of Mourmelon, Dr. Pierre Quentin, re- 
flected with admirable philosophy that he was orphaned 
in World War I, became a soldier and prisoner-of-war 
in World War II and that “unconditional hatred is a 
thing of the past.” 


French, Dutch and German troop units are con- 
centrated in the Mourmelon area for maneuvers, in 
complete command harmony. Dr. Martin Zeil, the 
German chaplain, conducted joint Sunday services with 
the Chaplain of the French Tank Regiment No. 503. 
The “Figaro” reporter remarked thoughtfully: “L’Eur- 
ope en Marche.” The German orders to the troops 
stressed “correct, impeccable behavior to support future 
fraternal relations. As regards to French girls —treat 
them as you would your own sister.” (Zeit, No. 45) 


Die vierte Invasion 


@ London: While agreement on naval bases for use 
of “Polaris” armed submarines has been accepted as 
final, there is intermittent flareup in the Press. Mc- 
Millan is reported as demanding that missiles can be 
fired from this deep-sea craft “only after clearance with 
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Great Britain.” N.A.T.O. is going to have trouble over 
nuclear missile policy. General de Gaulle understood 
this perfectly and this is one reason why he pushed 
French nuclear development, not to be left out in the 
cold, at the mercy of American foreign policy vagaries. 


@ Vientiane: Peking reports that the Laos Govern- 
ment agreed in principle to a coalition governmen 
with Pathet-Lao-rebels to terminate a potential civil 
war. The Laos Government, with obvious leftist-neu- 
tralist tendencies, is also reported as favorable to Soviet 
offers of “assistance.” American largesse has created 
strange bedfellows for the reluctant American taxpayer. 
Post-war political blackmailers have caught on to the 
Russo-American conflict. 


@ Bonn: Espionage: In recent weeks, it was dra- 
matically brought home to the people that West Ger- 
many in general and Bonn in particular are hotbeds of 
Communist espionage. 


A spokesman of the Federal Ministry of the In- 
terior made the statement that an eight-man spy-ring 
— directed by the Soviet Zone authorities — has been 
discovered and broken up. The agents were found to 
be in possession of abundant incriminating evidence. 


This was followed by the disturbing announcement 
that a Bundestag delegate (Member of Parliament) 
6lyear-old Albert Frenzel, has been taken into custody, 
and has confessed that he had been working for the 
Czechoslovakian intelligence. 


Frenzel comes originally from the Sudetenland and 
has a married daughter living in Prague —a fact that 
has given rise to the speculation in many quarters that 
he was being blackmailed by his Czech contacts. 


Investigations as to the extent of Frenzel’s treason 
are still continuing. The fact that he was a member 
of the Bundestag Defense Committee alone makes his 
an extraordinary and sensational case. 


Frenzel’s case is also eloquent testimony to the in- 
tensity and methods of Communist espionage activity. 
According to competent authorities, the Communist 
countries maintain about 16,000 agents in the Federal 
Republic and West Berlin — in spite of an annual loss 
of between 2,400 and 2,800 of such agents. In the 
past nine years, about 20,000 Communist spies have 
been arrested. Reflecting on these remarkable figures, 
one cannot but think of the hypocritical statements of 
the Communists who want to bring West Berlin into 
disrepute as a nest of spies and even caused a summit 
conference to collapse — because of their “indignation” 
at Western espionage. (Bulletin No. 41) 


HAVE YOU SENT THE WEEKLY CRUSADER 
TO YOUR FRIENDS? 
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EXPECT INCREASED ATTACKS 
ON THE F.B.I. 


In the first few minutes after the acid attack on 
Labor Columnist Victor Riesel, he instructed his sec- 
retary to “Call the F.B.I. They'll know what to do.” 
In less than five months after the attack, the Depart- 
ment of Justice announced that the F.B.I. had arrested 
all the culprits responsible. Through its accurate, im- 
partial and efficient investigating methods, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation has earned the admiration and 
respect of Americans down through the years. 


HIGH STANDARDS MAINTAINED 


The F.B.I. record speaks for itself, and in the main, 
the credit is due its outstanding director for 36 years, 
J. Edgar Hoover. Appointed in 1924 by Attorney 
General Harlan Stone, Hoover has set and maintained 
standards for his agents that have been emulated by 
law enforcement agencies everywhere. So rigid are 
these standards that agents can be dismissed from 
service for violation of such rules as drinking of in- 
toxicants while on duty; the use of government vehicles 
for any purpose other than official business, and the 
use of brutality or duress in dealing with persons under 
investigation. 


Most astounding though, during a period when the 
national trend dictated more and more government 
spending with less and less return, the F.B.I. (between 
1924 and 1956) showed a net profit of $406,913,294. 


THE F.B.1. AND McCARTHYISM 


In recent years, any attempt of the government to 
defend itself from subversion has become synonymous 
with McCarthyism, a Red smear term. In fact, the 
attitude has been fostered and nurtured until it has 
become a phobia. Behind the scenes, prodding and 
festering, has been the propaganda machine of the 
Communist Party and the calculated journalistic efforts 
of various left-wing liberals. The latest of these attacks 
was printed in The Worker, Dec. 4, 1960 — Midwest 
Edition, under the heading Are Blacklisters Getting 
Angry? Written by Sam Kushner, the article was a 
combined effort to discredit the F.B.I., show Commun- 
ist Party displeasure at the activities of the American 
Security Council, and link the Chicago Tribune with 
these two organizations. In an attempt to justify his 
activities, the author said, “From all the fuss and fury, 
7 the end result was that my driver’s license was revoked.” 


' Just like that! Evidently, there were no traffic 
| citations or the like. At least they weren’t mentioned. 
} He was just discriminated against. Mr. Kushner then 
| suggested that the F.B.I. attempted to coerce him into 
} becoming a “fingerman” in return for his license. It 
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reminds this writer of a visit to any jail or penal insti- 
tution in the country — none of the inmates are guilty; 
they were all “framed.” 


A FORMIDABLE ENEMY 


The intent behind the attack on America’s foremost 
investigating agency is understandable. The F.B.I. is a 
significant obstacle to those who would subvert our 
government. If the F.B.I. could be discredited, its voice 
and efforts against Communist activity would be seri- 
ously impaired. Communism cannot tolerate exposure, 
and the F.B.I. remains as a formidable bulwark against 
Communist intent and action. The arrest and exposure 
of such Kremlin agents as Judith Coplon, Valentin 
Gubitchev, Harry Gold and the Rosenbergs were bitter 
pills for the conspiracy to swallow. Seemingly, the only 
method of retaliation open to the Communists was all- 
out castigation and abuse of its enemy. 


According to Loius Budenz, former member of the 
Communist Party, in an article in The Tablet, Aug. 31, 
1957, the expressed Communist attack against the F.B.I. 
was clear. He wrote: 


“,.. the comrades were advised to spread the following 
startling information, characterizing the incarceration of 
the Soviet espionage agents: ‘Not only is the improved 
atmosphere in civil liberties threatened; our Nation’s in- 
terest in disarmament and peaceful co-existence is clearly 
jeopardized by the untrammeled high jinks of the D of J. 
(Department of Justice).’ 


“Such a statement demonstrates two things. By ‘civil 
liberties’ the Reds mean the ‘right’ to engage freely in 
espionage against the United States. At the same time, 
we are all to be frightened into hating the F.B.I. from 
acting on the grounds that anything our Country might 
do against any Soviet agent would violate ‘peaceful co- 
existence and lead to war!” 


In his column of June 1, 1957 Mr. Budenz said: 


“The chief target of the . .. Communist Party is the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation. On page 21 of the May 
‘Political Affairs’ the first task of the party today is as- 
serted to be the fight against ‘the interference by the 
F.B.I’ In the ‘Daily Worker, this consideration becomes 
almost a chant, repeated over and over again. 


“The (May 15, 1957) Worker says: “Throughout the 
land there is a growing realization that the cold war terror 
against Communists and progressive opinion — whether 
this terror operated under ‘due process’ or by the lawless 
methods of the F.B.L., harassment and McCarthyite in- 
quisitions — harmed the democratic rights of all.’ 


WHY LISTEN TO HOODLUMS? 


The Communist Political Affairs, May 1950, quoted 
Gilbert Green, then a fugitive from justice, as saying: 


“The F.B.I. is not only an enemy of our party . . . but 
it represents a monstrous menace to everything democratic 
in American life. Besides its army of college-bred Gestapo 
men, it has recruited and continues to recruit thousands 
and thousands of petty informers and stool pigeons, who 
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spy on all organizations of the people, who snoop into the 
private affairs of neighbors, who concoct the most lurid 
tales in order to be on the good side and prove their 
worth to their F.B.1. bosses.” 


While there are many more vicious attacks by the 
Communists on the F.B.I., these are sufficient to indi- 
cate that we are facing an all-out attempt to persuade 
Congress to weaken any measures designed to uphold 
internal security. Concerted attempts will be made in 
the 87th Congress to restrict the work of the F.B.I. and 
prevent this important agency from protecting the U.S. 


THE LEFT-WINGERS SPEAK 


Not to be outdone by the Communists in slandering 
and defaming important protective agencies, several 
ultra-left-wing columnists have also tried their hand at 
forming public opinion. A leader in the anti-F.B.I. drive 
was the left-of-center magazine, The Nation. Accord- 
ing to Congressman Scherer: “Its entire issue of Octo- 
ber 18, 1958 . . . is devoted exclusively to a highly 
distorted and biased attack upon J. Edgar Hoover and 
the F.B.I., by Fred J. Cook, a writer who has earned 
the unenviabie distinction of being an apologist for 


Alger Hiss.” 


Joining this group was Dorothy Schiff, publisher 
of the leftist New York Post, in a series under the 
come-on title My Secret Life With J. Edgar Hoover. 
Her grandfather, the late Jacob H. Schiff, spent millions 
to help finance the Russian Revolution. Little wonder 
then, that the New York Post, with owner Dorothy 
Schiff, has probably published more character-assassina- 
tion attacks on J. Edgar Hoover than any other paper 
except the (Daily) Worker. 


Human Events, October 14, 1959, had this to say 
about the Post story: 


“After her lead remarks, in which she intimated that 
J. Edgar Hoover is indiscreet, abusive of power, dangerous 
and injurious, unsuited for his job, and worst of all, ultra- 
conservative, Dolly launched into the sure-fire terms geared 
to provoke ‘liberal’ passions rather than analytical thought. 


“Having set the mood in this objective manner, Mrs. 
Schiff and a battery of Post reporters, by opinion and 
innuendo (an excellent example of that paper's interpretive 
reporting), attempt to undermine the very nature of the 
F.B.I. and Hoover's character (Mrs. Schiff states twice be- 
tween sly references in one article: “. .. we have no scandal 
to present about Mr. Hoover's personal life”). 


F.B.1. FUNCTIONS 


There is a widespread misconception that the F.B.I. 
is solely responsible for the security of the United States. 
This is not so. Its chief function is that of a fact finding 
agency and specifically limits itself to the investigation 
without any recommendation or evaluation. The de- 
cision to prosecute is that of the Department of Justice 
and not that of the F.B.I. It does, however, have the 
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responsibility for the investigation of espionage, sabo- 
tage, and related matters in this country. 


In view of the above facts, the work of this govern- 
ment agency is vital to the defense of our nation. While 
the right to criticize is as American as the Hot Dog, 
the source of the criticism must be evaluated in deter- 
mining the merit of that criticism. If there are changes 
that need to be made in the Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation, we will expect those imperfections to be potnted 
out by citizens of unquestioned devotion to Americant 
ideals. Then we'll listen! 


In this connection, the success of Rep. James Roose- 
velt’s move to rescind the House of Representatives 
mandate authorizing the House Committee on Un- 
American Activities will do much to determine the 
extent of future attacks on the F.B.I. If this bid is suc- 
cessful, it will greatly bolster the confidence of the 
Communist Party and left-wingers. The internal secur- 
ity of our Nation will be virtually hamstrung. Under 
no stretch of the imagination can we find cause why 
these important anti-Communist groups should be 
hampered. 


“Woe unto them that call evil good, and good evil; that 
put darkness for light and light for darkness; that put 
bitter for sweet, and sweet for bitter! Woe unto them 
that are wise in their own eyes, and prudent in their own 
sight!” Isaiah 5:20, 21. 


CHRISTMAS (Continued from Page 2) 


His resurrection, was wonderful, becoming the first 
fruits of every believer’s future resurrection. 


WONDERFUL IN HIS ASCENTION 


Chist, approved of God in all His work, is now 
seated at the right hand of God. 


“And it came to pass, while He blessed them, He was 
parted from them, and carried up into heaven. . . . Where- 
fore He is able also to save them to the uttermost that come 
unto God by Him, seeing that He ever liveth to make 
intercession for them. . . . For our conversation is in 
heaven; from whence also we look for the Saviour, the 
Lord Jesus Christ.” 


He truly was wonderful in His ascention because, 
even as He ascended, we know that He shall return to 
receive us unto Himself, that where He is, there we 
may also be. 


His name shall be called WONDERFUL . . 
Counsellor .. . The mighty God . . . The everlasting 
Father . . . The Prince of Peace. The WEEKLY CRU- 
SADER staff, in wishing you A MERRY CHRIST- 
MAS and all GOD’S RICH BLESSING IN THE NEW 
YEAR, invite you to — as the wise men of old — come 
and worship the Christ; the Son of God. 


DECEMBER 23, 1960 








